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ROGELIO GILBERTO SALINAS

LOPEZ,

               Petitioner,

   v.

MICHAEL B. MUKASEY, Attorney

General,

               Respondent.

No. 06-74054

Agency No. A95-189-613

MEMORANDUM  
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the

Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted March 18, 2008**  

Before: CANBY, T.G. NELSON, and BEA, Circuit Judges.

Rogelio Gilberto Salinas Lopez, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions for

review of the Board of Immigration Appeals' decision affirming the immigration
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judge's denial of his application for cancellation of removal based on his failure to

establish the requisite exceptional or extremely unusual hardship to his United

States citizen children.

Petitioner contends that the IJ violated his due process rights by not properly

considering all of the evidence of hardship, and the BIA failed to properly consider

the evidence.

The IJ's interpretation of the evidence and the hardship standard fell within

the broad range of interpretations authorized by the statutory language, see

Ramirez-Perez v. Ashcroft, 336 F.3d 1001, 1004 (9th Cir. 2003), and petitioner's

argument otherwise fails to raise a colorable constitutional claim. See Martinez-

Rosas v. Gonzales, 424 F.3d 926, 903 (9th Cir. 2005).  Petitioner contends that the

BIA failed to consider some or all of the evidence, but he fails to overcome the

presumption that the BIA did review the record.  See Fernandez v. Gonzales, 439

F.3d 592, 603 (9th Cir. 2006).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DENIED.


